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Examiner's Detailed Office Action 

1. This Office Action is responsive to the communication for application 10/537,571, filed 
December 29, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-35 are pending. Claims 1-33 are original. Claims 34 and 35 are new. 

3. After the previous office action, claims 1-33 stood rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The Specification does not disclose "deriving knowledge" or "derives knowledge". 
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In fact, the Specification states that "In general, new knowledge is not sought after. . (see pp. 7- 
8). Further, the only reference to "learn" is found in: "Typically, reasoning or knowledge based 
systems can be used to learn new facts." (see p. 9). This, however, does not state that reasoning 
or knowledge-based systems are typically used to learn new facts and the statement does not 
refer to applicant's invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

7. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by IBM, "WebSphere 
Application Server Enterprise Services Business Rule Beans (BRBeans)", 2001. 

Regarding claim 1. IBM teaches a method for deploying computer infrastructure, comprising 
integrating computer-readable code into a computing system {see p. 2, §Business Rule Beans 
(BRBeans), 'The Business Rule Beans (BRBeans) framework extends the scope of Websphere 
Application Server Enterprise Edition", Examiner interprets extending the i( Websphere 
Application Server" to be a method for deploying computer infrastructure, comprising 
integrating computer-readable code into a computing system,), wherein the code in combination 
with the computing system is capable of performing: identifying inferencing aspects for a 
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program (see p. 2, §What is a business rule?, "A business rule is a statement that defines or 
constrains some aspect of a business ... At its simplest level, a business rule is little more than a 
well placed IF/THEN statement that compares a variable against a determined value, and then 
issues a command when they match.", Examiner interprets the operation of an IF/THEN 
statement to be a modus ponens inference^, and providing the identified inferencing aspects as 
inferencing components (see pp. 17-18, §The BRBeans framework - overview), wherein the 
inferencing components are externalizable (see p. 32, §Externalized business rules, Examiner 
interprets the objects Rule and Rulelmplementor to be externalized components.). 

Regarding claim 24. IBM teaches the system (see p. 2, §Business Rule Beans (BRBeans), 'The 
Business Rule Beans (BRBeans) framework", Examiner interprets "BRBeans to be a software 
system.), comprising: an identification component configured to identify at least one point of 
variability within an application program (see p. 2, "Rule externalization is accomplished by 
extending the application analysis and design processes to identify the points of variability in 
application behavior. These are called trigger points..."); and an externalization component for 
providing the identified at least one point of variability with externalized business logic (see p. 
22, §Trigger Point Framework - overview, i; A trigger point is simply the location in a method of 
an object at which externalized business rules are invoked.", Examiner interprets the Trigger 
Point Framework to be a component.), the externalized business logic including an inferencing 
component (see above). 
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Regarding claim 33. IBM teaches a program storage device readable by a machine, tangibly 
embodying a program of instructions executable on the machine to perform method steps for 
managing a plurality of inferencing components {see p. 20, para. Firing Location, "... the rule 
implementor . . . runs . . . local to the trigger point (in the same JVM as the trigger point call). This 
would be on the client machine if the trigger point call is done there, or the server if the server 
part of an application makes a trigger point call."), the method steps comprising: identifying 
inferencing aspects for a program {see above); and providing the identified inferencing aspects as 
inferencing components {see above), wherein the inferencing components are externalizable {see 
above). 

Regarding claim 2. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program 
wherein the providing step includes associating an externalized algorithm and data with each of 
the inferencing components {see p. 3, §BRBeans development and maintenance roles, "The 
application developer will typically assign the following to a rule: ... a default set of init 
parameters (the business rule values) (optional)", Examiner interprets the "application 
developer" to develop an application that comprises and algorithm which calls rules which have 
parameters. Examiner interprets the value of rule parameters to be data.). 

Regarding claim 3. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the data is stored in persistent memory (see p. 6, §Database considerations, "There are 
several attributes in the BRBeans Rule EJB that may contain large amounts of data. . . . The value 
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for these attributes is stored in a character type column within a database table.", Examiner 
interprets a database to be persistent memory.). 

Regarding claim 4. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the identified inferencing aspects include at least one of a trigger point, a short term fact, 
an inference rule (see p. 2, §What is a business rule?, "A business rule is a statement that defines 
or constrains some aspect of a business ... At its simplest level, a business rule is little more than 
a well placed IF/THEN statement that compares a variable against a determined value, arid then 
issues a command when they match.", Examiner interprets the operation of an IF/THEN 
statement to be a modus ponens inference.), an inference engine, a static variable mapping, a 
sensor, an effector, a long term fact, and a conclusion. 

Regarding claim 5. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the inferencing components include at least one of a trigger point component, a short 
term fact component, an inference rule set component, an inference engine component (see pp. 
29-31, §Rule Implementors interface - overview, Examiner interprets Rulelmplementor to be an 
inference engine.), a static mapping component, a sensor component, an effector component, a 
long term fact component, and a conclusion component. 

Regarding claim 6. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program; 
wherein each of the inferencing components is one of a consumer of data provided by an 
inferencing component, a supplier of data provided by an inferencing component, and a 
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combination thereof (see p. 32, §Externalized business rules, "When the fire() method is called 
on the Rule object, the Rule object combines its persistent set of values with the parameters it 
received on invocation to create the parameter list for the Rulelmplementor . . .", Examiner 
interprets "the parameters ... received on invocation" to be data provided by an inferencing 
component (the trigger point framework) and the "persistent set of values" to be data supplied 
by the Rule object.). 

Regarding claim 7. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
further comprising the step of associating at least one trigger point inferencing component with 
at least one application (see p. 23, § Determining where to place a trigger point, "To identify 
potential trigger locations in use case analyses such as this one, look for certain keywords such 
as: "if X is in a special category Y"", Examiner interprets the keywords to the antecedent to an 
inference of some potential component derived from use cases or user interaction scenarios. 
Examiner interprets the identification of the keywords to be associating at least one trigger point 
inferencing component with at least one application.). 

Regarding claim 8. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program 
wherein trigger points operate either synchronously or asynchronously (see p. 30, "In some 
scenarios, the method fire may be called from multiple processes on the same instance of a 
Rulelmplementor. This could happen if more than one client triggers the same rule at the same 
time. The implication of this is that the method fire should not change instance attributes of the 
implementor unless synchronization of the data being changed is performed.", Examiner 
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interprets "synchronization of the data being changed" for the method fire to be synchronous 
operation of a trigger point fire.) 

Regarding claim 9. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 

wherein at least one of the inferencing components is a master inferencing component that 

employs at least one other inferencing component {see p. 32, §Externalized business rules, 'The 

Rulelmplementor is a transient object (not managed by the application server) which 

the Rule instantiates and then uses to do the actual work.", Examiner interprets the Rule to be the 

master inferencing component and the Rulelmplementor to be at least one other inferencing 

component.). 

Regarding claim 10. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein at least one of the inferencing components employs an inferencing engine {see pp. 29- 
31, §Rule Implementors interface - overview, Examiner interprets Rulelmplementor to be an 
inference engine.). 

Regarding claim 11. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein at least one of the inferencing components is organized into at least one inferencing 
subcomponent {see pp. 45-46, §Writing your own strategies, "TriggerPoint object has its own set 
of strategies that can be changed independent of any other TriggerPoint object.", Examiner 
interprets the "TriggerPoint object" to be an inferencing component and a strategy object to be 
an inferencing subcomponent. ). 
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Regarding claim 12. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the organization is one of an array {see p. 22, §Trigger Point Framework, "Build the 
array of objects containing the runtime parameters needed to satisfy the trigger point's business 
purpose."), a collection, a hashtable, an iterator, a list, a partition, a set, a stack, a tree, a vector, 
and a combination thereof. 

Regarding claim 13. The method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, wherein at 
least one of the inferencing components is composed of at least one inferencing subcomponent 
{see p. 21, § Dependent Rules, "Dependent rules can be nested within other dependent rules. In 
other words, a dependent rule of some particular rule can have its own dependent rules which, in 
turn, can have their own dependent rules, and so on.", Examiner interprets nesting to be a form 
of composition and "dependent rules" to be "at least one " subcomponent of an inferencing 
compoment (rule)'). 

Regarding claim 14. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the composition is one of an array, a collection, a hashtable, an iterator, a list, a 
partition, a set {see above, Examiner assets that the set is the set of nested subcomponents.), a 
stack, a tree, a vector, and a combination thereof. 

Regarding claim 1 5. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein each of the inferencing components has at least one of an unique identifier, an intention, 
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a name (see p. 47, "Applications that use the BRBeans EJBs (this includes those that trigger rules 
or use the rule management APIs) must specify the JNDI names for these EJBs. . ."), a location, a 
folder, a start time, an end time, a priority, a classification, a reference, a description, a firing 
location, a firing parameter, and initialization parameter, an implementor, a ready flag, and free 
form data. 

Regarding claim 16. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein at least one of the inferencing components is shared by reference with at least one other 
inferencing component (see p. 4, §Why externalize rules?, "Reuse of rules across business 
processes. Examiner interprets "reuse of rules' 1 to mean that at least one of the inferencing 
components is shared by reference with at least one other inferencing component.). 

Regarding claim 17. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein at least one of the algorithms perform at least one of inferencing component creation 
(see p. 32, §Runtime behavior, "When the trigger point framework invokes fire on a Rule, it 
instantiates the Rulelmplementor and uses it to do the actual work (to execute the rule algorithm 
or test). Once it has arrived at a result, the Rulelmplementor returns that result. For constraint 
rules (ones that arrive at a boolean true/false answer) the returned value is, by convention, 
a ConstraintReturn. A ConstraintReturn is a data structure indicating whether or not the 
constraint was satisfied...", Examiner interprets a ConstraintReturn to be an inferencing 
component bearing a truth assignment), inferencing component retrieval, inferencing 
component update, and inferencing component deletion. 
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Regarding claim 18. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein at least one of the algorithms is shared by a plurality of inferencing components (see p. 
27, §Using strategy objects to control triggers, "Default strategy objects are already defined for 
each of the four TriggerPoint steps Examiner interprets default strategy objects to comprise 
algorithms shared by the trigger methods: trigger (), triggerClassifierQ, and 
triggerSituationalQ.). 

Regarding claim 19. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein each of the algorithms is one of an execute trigger point algorithm, a return data 
algorithm (see p. 32, §Runtime behavior, "When the trigger point framework invokes fire on a 
Rule, it instantiates the Rulelmplementor and uses it to do the actual work (to execute the rule 
algorithm or test). Once it has arrived at a result, the Rulelmplementor returns that result. For 
constraint rules (ones that arrive at a boolean true/false answer) the returned value is, by 
convention, a ConstraintReturn. A ConstraintReturn is a data structure...", Examiner interprets a 
ConstraintReturn to be the result of the execution of a return data algorithm.), a join data 
algorithm, a filter data algorithm, a translate data algorithm, a choose by classification algorithm, 
a choose randomly algorithm, a choose round robin algorithm, an inference engine pre- 
processor, and inference engine post-processor, an inference engine launcher, a receive data 
algorithm, a send data algorithm, a store data algorithm, and a fetch data algorithm. 
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Regarding claim 20. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the providing step uses an inference component management facility to administer 
inferencing components, the administration including operations to create, retrieve, update, and 
delete {see p. 36, §Using the Rule Management Application (RMA) - overview, "The Rule 
Management Application (RMA) is a simple tool that assists the user in the high level 
administration of rules and rule folders. This includes the capability to create, modify, 
delete, import or export rules".). 

Regarding claim 21. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein at least one of the inferencing components is composed of a plurality of inferencing 
subcomponents {see p. 21, §Dependent Rules, "Dependent rules can be nested within other 
dependent rules. In other words, a dependent rule of some particular rule can have its own 
dependent rules which, in turn, can have their own dependent rules, and so on.", Examiner 
interprets "nesting" to be a form of composition.). 

Regarding claim 22. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the composition occurs one of statically {see p. 21, §Dependent Rules, "Dependent rules 
are specified in the attributes of the top-level rule where the fully-qualified name of each 
dependent rule is listed.", Examiner interprets specification "in the attributes of the top-level 
rule " to be a static compossition.), dynamically, and a combination thereof. 
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Regarding claim 23. IBM teaches the method of identifying inferencing aspects for a program, 
wherein the composition occurs using an inference component management facility (see pp. 36- 
37, §Creating rules, "In the New Rule properties window, use the following tabs to define the 
rule: ... Dependent Rules: Use this tab to specify the rules that the newly created rule will 
depend upon.", Examiner interprets the "Rule Management Application'' to be a inference 
component management facility.). 

Regarding claim 25. IBM teaches the system for providing externalized business logic, wherein 
the inferencing component includes an externalized algorithm and data (see p. 32, §Runtime 
behavior, "...the trigger point will assemble the data that will be sent as parameters to each Rule. 
. . . When the trigger point framework invokes fire on a Rule, it instantiates the Rulelmplementor 
and uses it to do the actual work (to execute the rule algorithm. . Examiner interprets a Rule 
object to be an inferencing component and the parameters as data.). 

Regarding claim 26. IBM teaches the system, further including a persistent memory component 
configured to persistently store the data (see p. 6, §Database considerations, Examiner interprets 
relational database management systems supported by BRBeans Rule EJBs to be a persistent 
memory component configured to persistently store the data.). 

Regarding claim 27. IBM teaches the system for providing externalized business logic, further 
including an execution component for executing the externalized algorithm using at least one 
virtual machine (see p. 44, "Another way that performance can be improved is to have all 
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"client" code that triggers rules run in a servlet. This assumes that the servlet is running on the 
same physical system as the EJB server where the BRBeans EJB are installed. This way when 
remote calls are made to the EJB rule server, they are going to another JVM on the same 
machine", Examiner interprets JVM (Java Virtual Machine) to be the at least one virtual 
machine which executes the externalized algorithm of a triggered rule on the same physical 
system as the EJB server.). 

Regarding claim 28. IBM teaches the system, wherein the inferencing component is composed of 
a plurality of inferencing subcomponents (see p. 21, §Dependent Rules, "Dependent rules can be 
nested within other dependent rules. In other words, a dependent rule of some particular rule can 
have its own dependent rules which, in turn, can have their own dependent rules, and so on.", 
Examiner interprets "dependent rules" to be inferencing components.). 

Regarding claim 29. IBM teaches the system, wherein the composition occurs dynamically (see 
p. 22, §Trigger Point Framework - overview, "2. Build the array of objects containing the 
runtime parameters needed to satisfy the trigger point's business purpose. This array is normally 
passed as one of the parameters of the fire method of the Rulelmplementor", Examiner 
interprets the array of objects to comprise "dependent rules".). 

Regarding claim 30. IBM teaches the system, wherein the composition occurs statically (see p. 
21, §Dependent Rules, "Dependent rules are specified in the attributes of the top-level rule where 
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the fully-qualified name of each dependent rule is listed.", Examiner interprets specification "in 
the attributes of the top-level rule " to be a static compossition.). 

Regarding claim 31 . IBM teaches the system, wherein the composition occurs in part 
dynamically and the remainder statically (see p. 21, §Dependent Rules, "Dependent rules are 
specified in the attributes of the top-level rule where the fully-qualified name of each dependent 
rule is listed. When the top-level rule is triggered, an array of dependent rule names is passed to 
the rule implementor's initmethod. They are stored here until they are triggered by the fire 
method.", Examiner interprets this procedure to work in the case of a dependent rule, statically 
defined for a non-dependent rule, which is composed of other dependent rules, such that the 
statically defined dependent rules ' dependent rules are dynamically init 'ed (i.e. composed for the 
dependent rule) by the rule implementor's initmethod after the non-dependent rule is fired and 
after its top level dependent rule is fired.). 

Regarding claim 32. IBM teaches the system, wherein the identified at least one point of 
variability includes at least one of a trigger point, a short term fact, an inference rule (see see p. 
2, §What is a business rule?, U A business rule is a statement that defines or constrains some 
aspect of a business ... At its simplest level, a business rule is little more than a well placed 
IF/THEN statement that compares a variable against a determined value, and then issues a 
command when they match.", Examiner interprets the operation of an IF/THEN statement to be 
a modus ponens inference.), an inference engine, a static variable mapping, a sensor, an effector, 
a long term fact, and a conclusion. 
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Regarding claim 34. (New) IBM teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the inferencing 
components deriving knowledge {see p. 2, §What is a business rule?, "A business rule is a 
statement that defines or constrains some aspect of a business ... At its simplest level, a business 
rule is little more than a well placed IF/THEN statement that compares a variable against a 
determined value, and then issues a command when they match.", Examiner interprets the 
opera! ion of an IF/THEN statement to be a modus ponens inference deriving knowledge (i.e., the 
truth of the consequent).). 

Regarding claim 35. (New) IBM teaches the system of claim 24, wherein the inferencing 
component derives knowledge (see above, Examiner interprets the operation of an IF/THEN 
statement to be a modus ponens inference which derives knowledge (i.e., the truth of the 
consequent).). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed December 29, 2006have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Rejection of Claims L 24, and 33 Under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) 
Applicant argues that: 

The IF/THEN statement of IBM is used in only classification and lacks an inference, e.g., 
the derivation of knowledge. Indeed, nowhere does IBM teach inferencing. Therefore, 
IBM fails to teach all the limitations of Claims 1, 24 and 33. 
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Examiner responds by asserting that the rule taught by IBM: "IF a person is a senior citizen, 
THEN provide a 5% discount." (see IBM page 2), does not perform a classification as the 
consequent of the rule does not specify a class and an entity to compare with other entities of the 
class to determine if the entity in question is a member of the class. It is well understood by 
practitioners of logic and rule based programming that both the antecedent and consequent of a 
rule have implicit truth values, usually defaulted to true (T). So, the explicit version of the rule 
taught by IBM would be: "IF T(a person is a senior citizen) THEN T(provide a 5% discount)". 
Thus, disclosing the form of derivation by modus ponens inference. Further, the rule causes the 
statement "provide a 5% discount" to be placed in some data structure of the system (e.g., a 
blackboard or database) when the rule is fired. Assuming the statement was not in the data 
structure before the rule was fired, the placement of the statement in the data structure derives 
something known, a posteriori, as a result of some event (e.g., a sale) that triggers the rule. The 
addition of claims 34 and 35 adds new matter and does not cure the deficiencies of claims 1 and 
24, therefore the rejections of claims 1-23, 24-32, and 33 are maintained. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in- 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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